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~  NEW REPUBIIC

" by Gabriel Kolko

Cuba: Tragedy in Our Hemisphere does

not conform to popular notices on.
Cuba. But in their cool dissection of the
" history of US-Cuban relations from'
1958 to the invasion of April 1961,:
based on all available US and Cuban
printed records, radio transcripts, and
numerous interviews with Cubans, from
Che Guevara down, Maurice Zeitlin -
and Robert Scheer have written a book -

Cuba: Tragedy in Our Hemisphere

by Maurice Zeitlin and Robert Scheer” ‘f he sale of ref
o . of the new law and failed to indicate i ul attempt to stop the sale of refinery

~ T {Grove; $.95)

that will irritate official circles and win
. the admiration of those who want an
: accurate record.
| The authors describe the poverty of

: the Cuban countryside prior to the rev- ~

§ " olution, the one-crop economy, the ex-
r\’, . tent of US economic penetration, and,
o _the history of Cuba as an American
-dependency. Castro’s 26th of July

.movement, ambiguous and non-dog-.:

:matic in its approach, with a history of

,hostility to and from the Cuban Com- )
" munist Party, was clear on one point: !
" it was dedicated to an imprecisely de-
* fined new economic deal, for Cuba..

“The Cuban Revolution is, above all,

a revolution for econoric develop-|
ment.” And, ultimately, the State De-
partment, unable to accept equality

with a former satellite and guided by |

its desire to preserve US investments " Increased Cuban economic depend--

. in Cuba, came into direct conflict with !
* the goals of the revolution.

¥

The authors show that the Cubaa rev-
olutionarie; faced important US hostil-
"ity the moment they took over in Jan-
uary 1959. They were perplexed by
American press and Congressional
aversion toward the trials of Batista’s’
henchmen, trials inhibiting direct action

- Our Quarrel with Castro

- ment’s June 11 note to Cuba, while in- :
Co J . § . - US efforts to close off Western out-
 sisting this government was not op-

. ence on Russia as a result of American

FEB 1 5 1964

Castro was being accused in the US of

g’naving Communist tendencies. When,
¥on March 17, 1960, President Eisen-
g}l}mower authorized the CIA to help pre-
ipare Cuban refugees to invade Cuba,
the Communist Party was still a minor

i force, at least three major opposition
self remained aloof during the first five }éapers we‘re being published in Havana,
by astro enjoyed enormous mass support,,

5 5 th he trial .
months of ‘9)9,' l.m v from t € a8 nd Cuba had not even re-established
and from Castro’s inept but genuine at- ;

o v 1, | diplomatic ties with the Soviet Union..
tempts to get economic aid. Its nostxhty ! A .
, . . Not until April 15, 1961, when the
emerged only after Cuba’s Agrarian Re- | h L d
form Act of May 17, 1959, threatened  RYasion of Cuba was imminent, di
X Y 17, 1959, thre  Castro refer to the Cuban revolution.
to expropriate US investments in Cu- | .

. ” : 1ist ” |
ban sugar lands. The State Depart; 3% Ssocialist. '
§ P If the authors do not adequately cover

evoked no murmur of indignation in
Washington. The State Department it--

posed to land reform, rejected the terms ' lets for Cuban sugar or the success-

: acceptable alternatives, pﬁtting the US | Earts ?rLI}/éeéic;n oil tlo ;uba,ftheir oult-’
in opposition to Castro’s plans for land | ine o -Cuban relations from July:

I reform and economic developmcnt. 3,11_%60 until t'he Thvasxon :,s exc;alletx}\\t.v
! From this time on, the authors main- iA ey.apprelcxat.e (;nega Iluved Tole. ke:
“tain, “The crux of the dispute between 1 American election o 1900 Dad in mak-

Cuba and the United S "ing Cuba a football; their discussion of
. —uba ar:’ ¢ Unite tates: was;p o inconsistencies and errors of fact
i property.

{
. . iin the State Department’s White Paper
‘ Zeitlin and Scheer describe the subse-lof April 1961, intended to provide a:

} quent crises over Florida-based AL justification for support of the invasion,

' raxds,' the, seizure of US property, and iwill serve as a model of devastating but
. the conflict over US refineries proc- ' :

; tional political lysis.
~essing Soviet oil. They detail how the]junemo lona’ pontica’ analysis
. Cubans attempted at the beginning of 't

i Zeitlin and Scheer are critical of Cas-
s X > ro’s timing on a number of key occa-

+ 1960 to normalize relations with Wash-

‘ington and to increase sugar exporis,

.'sions _and can hardly be considered

« slavish defenders of the revolution. |
and the rebuffs. Three weeks after the They feel that what the US does will
Eisenhower Administration decided t

e He .°¢@ ¥ be crucial in determining the final
+ask Congress for authorizing legislation form of the Cuban revolution, whether :

to cut Cuba's sugar quota, the Cubans jt be totalitarian or libertarian. Wash-"
“themselves entered into a trade act with tington has, in effect, taken a “Chinese”

the Soviet Union. C stand on coexistence with Cuba. “Cuba
is an American tragedy,” claim the au~"

) R h - . .
‘actions also radically altered the rolrel! thors, and if America does not undo

: ) i its damage the Cuban revolution will
of the Cuban Co'm munist Party. T,hei' be forcedgto develop its totalitarian as-
- authors have a unique grasp of the his-, pects to preserve itself. The evidence
tory of the Cuban labor movement and: ;o Cuba: Tragedy in O;n' Hemisphere,
i IC)Iomxf\umst Party, and document the; hardly warrants optimism on this score.
arty’s early opposition to the 26th of __, . . 7. | '
;July movement and its conflicts with
i Castro throughout 1959 ~long after

v .

by a population seeking revenge for .

O

vears of terror which had, in - turn,,
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